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Review of Arts and Humanities Research Funding

Invitation to Contribute to the Review

Background
The Arts and Humanities Research Board (AHRB) was established in 1998 and secured limited company status in April 2001; it is also registered as a charity. It now has an annual budget of some £54 million, which is set to rise to £70 million by 2003-4, and structures its activities around three programmes:
-	supporting advanced research projects, through funding research grants, research leave, fellowships, exchanges, innovation awards and support for research centres and resources;
-	supporting postgraduate studies, through studentships, professional and vocational awards and doctoral awards;
-	in England, funding for university museums and galleries.  
The mission of the AHRB is given in the Annex.
The AHRB is funded by the Higher Education Funding Councils in England, Scotland and Wales, by the Department for Employment & Learning in Northern Ireland, and by the British Academy (through grants the Academy receives from the Department for Education & Skills).  With the exception of its support for museums and galleries and following a recent agreement to administer post-graduate awards in Scotland, the AHRB now operates on a UK basis with grants and awards being made with respect to quality rather than geographical location.
The Board was set up explicitly as an interim and non-statutory body, pending a decision on whether or not a Research Council for the arts and humanities should be established, as was recommended in the Dearing Report in 1997.  In distributing grants, currently the Board operates on behalf of the bodies that fund it, rather than in its own right.  
Further information about:
the AHRB can be found at www.ahrb.ac.uk (​http:​/​​/​www.ahrb.ac.uk​)
Research Councils at www.research-councils.ac.uk (​http:​/​​/​www.research-councils.ac.uk​)
and about the organizations that fund the AHRB at:
British Academy  www.britac.ac.uk (​http:​/​​/​www.britac.ac.uk​)
Department for Employment and Learning Northern Ireland www.delni.gov.uk (​http:​/​​/​www.delni.gov.uk​)
Higher Education Funding Council for England www.hefce.ac.uk (​http:​/​​/​www.hefce.ac.uk​)
Higher Education Funding Council for Wales www.wfc.ac.uk/hefcw (​http:​/​​/​www.wfc.ac.uk​/​hefcw​)
Scottish Higher Education Funding Council  www.shefc.ac.uk (​http:​/​​/​www.shefc.ac.uk​)

The Review
The departments with responsibility for higher education in the different parts of the UK have now jointly established a review to consider how the experience of the AHRB can best be sustained and built on, whether the mechanisms for the support of arts and humanities research need to be modified, and whether the constitution and status of the AHRB should be changed.  Members of the review’s steering group are set out in the Annex.

The aims of the review’s recommendations will be to: 
	enhance the provision of arts and humanities research (including interdisciplinary research), postgraduate study and relevant museums and galleries funded by public money, and the dissemination of research;
	ensure that the service provided to customers and stakeholders in the higher education community and beyond is of the highest quality; and 
	enhance the quality of advice to Government and the devolved administrations on issues that are relevant to the arts and humanities.

This document is seeking views and advice on key questions relating to those three aims. Please feel free to comment on any or all of the questions, and to add any further comments that you would like to be considered in the course of the review.

Responses should be sent (by post or e-mail) to:
Cliff Nelson





e-mail:  Cliff.NELSON@dfes.gsi.gov.uk (​mailto:Cliff.NELSON@dfes.gsi.gov.uk​)


by Friday, 1st February 2002

It would be helpful if you would make clear whether your response is an individual one, or on behalf of an institution or organization.  It would also be helpful if you could make clear (where you think it relevant) in what part of the United Kingdom you are based.






POINTS ON WHICH VIEWS WOULD BE WELCOMED

1. 	The continuing requirement for a body to distribute project and programme funding for arts and humanities research, with aims similar to those of the AHRB (see Annex).
You may wish to comment on issues including: 
	whether, in the light of the experience of the AHRB over the past three years, there are advantages in a specific body, or bodies, to support research in the arts and humanities over and above core formula funding for research infrastructure provided by higher education funding bodies;
	whether such a body should have aims similar to those in the Annex, or different ones in any respects;
	the extent to which you consider that the current AHRB is successful in meeting its aims, whether particular improvements in its operations could be made and whether constraints under which it operates could with benefit be removed.

2. 	The right constitution for an arts and humanities funding body.  The AHRB is not constituted as a Research Council, but as a charity and a company limited by guarantee.
You may wish to comment on issues including:
	whether the AHRB is currently constituted in the most appropriate and effective way to stimulate high quality research in the arts and humanities; to provide high standards of service; and to provide effective advice to the Government;
	what are the advantages and disadvantages of the current structure;
	what would be the advantages and disadvantages of the AHRB being re-constituted as a Research Council;
	whether there are other models for a body to provide an effective service to enhance arts and humanities research.

3.	Relationships with Government. The Research Councils receive their funding from the Office of Science and Technology within the Department of Trade and Industry.  They are accountable to that Department and its Ministers.  The AHRB receives its funds from the Higher Education Funding Councils in England, Scotland and Wales, from the Department for Employment & Learning in Northern Ireland and from the British Academy.
 You may wish to comment on issues including:
	the advantages and disadvantages, in terms of accountability and policy oversight, of the AHRB continuing to receive the great majority of its funds from Funding Councils and the British Academy, rather than direct from a Government department;
	against which set of, inevitably competing, priorities research in the arts and humanities should be judged – education expenditure, national research priorities, expenditure on arts and culture, or other sets of priorities;
	if the AHRB were to receive funds direct from Government, which should be the responsible Department(s), and why.

4.	Collaboration and Partnerships. Many other bodies have a stake or interests in the funding of arts and humanities research, including the Research Councils, the Funding Councils, the British Academy, the Arts Councils, and Re:source (the Museums, Libraries and Archives Commission). In order to operate effectively, an arts and humanities research funding body needs to collaborate and operate in partnership with other bodies.
You may wish to comment on issues including:
	whether the experience of the AHRB has led to the development of effective partnerships;
	whether the current structure of the AHRB facilitates or hinders such partnership and collaboration;
	what kind of structural changes might be made to facilitate and enhance collaborations, and which might carry the danger of inhibiting them.

5. 	Structures and mechanisms to meet the needs and requirements of the four territories of the UK. The AHRB currently receives and accounts for separate streams of funding from each of the four territories; but it seeks to operate its competitions for awards on a UK-wide basis.
You may wish to comment on issues including:
	what are the advantages and disadvantages of a single body that operates across the whole of the UK;
	how best a single body could provide an effective service to all parts of the UK;
	what other structures might be adopted, and whether some functions, and the funding to support them, should be administered separately in the four countries of the UK.











MEMBERS OF THE REVIEW STEERING GROUP
Nick Sanders, Department for Education & Skills (Chair)
Derek Adams, Higher Education Division, National Assembly for Wales
Bahram Bekhradnia, Higher Education Funding Council for England
Vanessa Brand, Department of Culture, Media and Sport
Peter Brown, Secretary, The British Academy
Professor David Eastwood, Chief Executive, Arts & Humanities Research Board
Professor Roderick Floud, Provost, Guildhall University
Philip Gummett, Higher Education Funding Council for Wales
Chris Henshall, Office of Science and Technology
Michael Hipkins, Department for Education & Skills 
Lucy Hunter, Enterprise and Lifelong Learning Department, Scottish Executive
Dr Colin Lucas, Vice-Chancellor, University of Oxford
David McAuley, Department for Employment and Learning Northern Ireland
Lord Sutherland of Houndwood, Principal and Vice-Chancellor, University of Edinburgh






MISSION OF THE ARTS AND HUMANITIES RESEARCH BOARD

	to promote and support excellence in research in the arts and humanities;
	to improve the breadth and depth of our knowledge and understanding of human culture both past and present, and thereby to enhance the quality of life and creative output of the nation;
	to support the development of highly-qualified people in the arts and humanities, both to supply the next generation of scholars and more generally to enable students to acquire a high level of knowledge, understanding, skills, and competences that will be employed in a wide range of professions and vocations;
	to promote and support the dissemination of the results of research in the arts and humanities, both to the research community and to the public at large.
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